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DETAILED ACTION 

Priority 

1 . Applicant's claim for the benefit of a prior-filed application under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 9(e) 
or under 35 U.S. C. 120, 121 , or 365(c) is acknowledged. Applicant has not complied 
with one or more conditions for receiving the benefit of an earlier filing date under 35 
U.S.C. 119(e) as follows: 

The later-filed application must be an application for a patent for an invention 
which is also disclosed in the prior application (the parent or original nonprovisional 
application or provisional application). The disclosure of the invention in the parent 
application and in the later-filed application must be sufficient to comply with the 
requirements of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112. See Transco Products, Inc. v. 
Performance Contracting, Inc., 38 F.3d 551, 32 USPQ2d 1077 (Fed. Cir. 1994). 

The disclosure of the prior-filed application, Application No. 60,270,419, fails to 
provide adequate support or enablement in the manner provided by the first paragraph 
of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2 for one or more claims of this application. Claims 1 and 3 respectively 
require that the 'said broadcaster receives] requests from at least one of said viewers 
for at least one version [or at least two versions] of said program' whereupon the 
broadcaster makes a decision as to what to transmit based upon the viewer requests. 
Claim 23 contains similar language wherein the 'broadcaster makes a decision whether 
to broadcast said requested at least one available version of said plurality of available 
versions based upon said one or more requests and based on a predetermine criteria'. 
The earlier filling is silent with respect to the broadcaster making decisions as to what 
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versions of programs to supply based upon subscriber requests. Accordingly, the 
application shall be examined based upon its filling date of 20 February 2002. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 12/20/2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

In response to Applicants' arguments (page 11, paragraph 1-page 12, paragraph 
1) that "Matthews teaches away from using such a program guide, as in Kahn, since the 
teaching in Kahn requires viewers to select fields using a cursor on an electronic 
program guide in an electronic programming guide mode by moving a cursor on the 
display or punch numbers on a keypad" (emphasis added by Applicants), the examiner 
respectfully disagrees. The Kahn patent is used simply to teach a program guide that is 
displayed at startup in order for a user to choose a program with different available 
views, or a "plurality of versions", not in order to present a display to change camera 
viewpoints. Once the user of Matthews chooses a program with different available 
views from the program guide of Kahn, that user can have the ability to perform "rapid 
camera change." This can be seen from Fig. 5, elements 84, 86 and 88, of Matthews. 
The user selects a desired program using channel changing buttons (element 84), e.g. 
selecting from the program guide of Kahn. The program is then displayed in one of the 
multiple camera viewpoints (element 86). The user can "rapidly" select a new viewpoint 
using dedicated control buttons (element 88). Therefore, Matthews does not teach 
away from using such a program guide. 
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In response to Applicants' arguments (page 12, paragraph 2) that "combining 
Kahn with Matthews, as suggested by the Examiner, would change the principle 
operation of Matthews in that the principle in Matthews of rapid camera viewpoint 
selection via dedicatefd] buttons on a remote control so a viewer can keep up with pace 
of action on the display, would be violated if the user had to view and scroll a program 
guide to select fields to make the change..." (emphasis added by Applicants), The 
examiner respectfully disagrees for the same reasons mentioned above. Again, the 
Kahn reference is not used to teach changing camera views, but simply to teach a 
program guide that is displayed at startup in order for a user to choose a program with 
different available views, or a "plurality of versions." Once the user of Matthews 
chooses a program with different available views from the program guide of Kahn, that 
user can have the ability to perform "rapid camera change." Therefore, combining Kahn 
with Matthews would not change the principle operation of Matthews. 

In response to Applicants' arguments (page 12, paragraph 3) that "Matthews 
teaches away from a method of using selection via a cursor on a display. ..since Kahn's 
teaching requires the viewer to take their eyes away from the action in order to view and 
scroll selections on a separate program guide", the examiner respectfully disagrees. 
Matthews teaches a user selects a desired program using channel changing buttons on 
a remote control handset, which would require the user to "take their eyes away from 
the action in order to view and scroll [channel] selections" since changing channels in 
itself changes from the action of one channel to the action of another channel. Once 
the user has found a desirable channel with alternate viewpoints, the user can change 
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to a different viewpoint without taking their eyes away from the action. Therefore, 
Matthews does not teach away from a method of using selection via a cursor on a 
display. 

In response to Applicants' argument (page 13, paragraph 2) that "Butler does not 
teach or suggest selecting a version including obtaining content information" (emphasis 
added by Applicants), Applicants' should note that Butler clearly teaches in cited 
paragraphs 15-16 obtaining content information in either a blanking interval of said 
program or a packet of digital information comprising said program, as recited in claims 
6 and 7. As to "selecting a version", this feature is taught by the Matthews patent. 

For the above reasons, the rejections listed below regarding claims 1-7 and 27 
are maintained. 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 23 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

5. Claims 23-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Matthews, III (US Pat No. 5,600,368). 
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In consideration of claim 23, the Matthews, III reference discloses a "method of 
broadcasting of a program containing a plurality of versions from a broadcaster to 
viewers" (Figure 7). The method comprises "broadcasting information from said 
broadcaster" [120] "to said viewers that said plurality of versions of said program are 
available to said viewers" in conjunction with the ability to view a particular program 
from various camera angles (Col 6, Lines 30-56). The "broadcaster" [120] "receives one 
or more requests from at least one of said viewers for at least one version of said 
plurality of versions of said program . . . mak[es] a decision to broadcast said at least 
one version of said plurality of versions of said program based upon said one or more 
request and based on a predetermined criteria" (i.e. request for viewing a particular 
angle - do I have a camera/video corresponding to the requested angle provide to the 
subscriber) "and . . . broadcasts] said at least one version of said plurality of versions of 
said program to said at least one of said viewers if said one or more requests meets 
said predetermined criteria" in accordance with their request to view an available 
particular viewpoint of the broadcast program (Figures 7-8; Col 7, Lines 33-54), 
"wherein the predetermined criteria includes the number of requests for each of said 
plurality of versions" in accordance with a viewer requesting, at least once, to view an 
available particular viewpoint of the broadcast program (Figures 7-8; Col 7, Lines 33- 
54). 

Regarding claim 24, Matthews, III discloses "wherein said predefined criteria 
includes bandwidth availability" (Col 7, Lines 33-54— bandwidth availability must be a 
criteria since the programs cannot be broadcast without available bandwidth). 
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Regarding claim 26, Matthews, III discloses wherein "said broadcaster receives a 
plurality of requests from a plurality of said viewers for at least two available versions of 
said plurality of available versions of said program" corresponding to the different 
requested camera angles and various display options, "said broadcaster makes a 
decision whether to broadcast said requested at least two available version of said 
plurality of available versions of said program based upon said plurality of requests and 
based on a predetermined criteria" in accordance with viewers requesting, at least once, 
to view an available particular viewpoint of the broadcast program; and "said 
broadcaster broadcasts said at least two available versions of said plurality of available 
versions of said program to said viewers if said requests meets said predetermined 
criteria" (Col 6, Line 23 - Col 7, Line 54). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1-5 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Matthews, III (US Pat No. 5,600,368) in view of Kahn (US Pat No. 7,1 00,1 84). 

In consideration of claim 1, the Matthews, III reference discloses a "method of 
broadcasting of a program containing a plurality of versions from a broadcaster to 
viewers" (Figure 7). The "broadcaster" [120] "receives one or more requests from at 
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least one of said viewers for at least one version of said plurality of versions of said 
program . . . mak[es] a decision to broadcast said at least one version of said plurality of 
versions of said program based upon said one or more requests; and . . . broadcasts] 
said at least one version of said plurality of versions of said program to said at least one 
of said viewers" in accordance with their request to view a particular viewpoint of the 
broadcast program (Figures 7-8; Col 7, Lines 33-54). 

The reference, however, is silent with respect to further 'broadcasting program 
information' that provides an indication of available programming prior to enabling the 
subscriber to request viewing of any particular version of the available programming. In 
an analogous art pertaining to interactive video distribution systems, the Kahn reference 
discloses the particular distribution and presentation of an electronic program guide that 
assists the user in learning what programming is available on different channels at 
different times (Col 1, Lines 13-28). This information is displayed at startup (Col 5, 
Lines 5-7) and includes listings for sporting events such as baseball (Figure 3) (-- which 
as evidenced by Matthews, III may consist of multiple camera viewpoints). 
Consequently, Kahn provides evidence in regards to "broadcasting program information 
from said broadcaster to said viewers" (Col 2, Lines 58-67) "indicating [programs] are 
available to said viewers, wherein the indication of [programming] is displayed to said 
viewers before any of said viewers is enabled to request [programming]" (Col 5, Lines 5- 
7). Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to initially provide a user interface for a programming event 
(ex. multiple viewpoint baseball game) for the purpose of providing a means for rapidly 
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accessing program guide information so as to quickly locate programming of interest 
(Kahn: Col 1, Lines 61-62). 

Claim 2 is rejected wherein the method further comprises "said at least one of 
said viewers transmitting to said broadcaster a request for said at least one version of 
said plurality of versions of said program" (Matthews, III: Col 7, Lines 10-15). 

In consideration of claim 3, the Matthews, III reference discloses a "method of 
broadcasting of a program containing a plurality of versions from a broadcaster to 
viewers" (Figure 7). The "broadcaster" [120] "receives requests from a plurality said 
viewers" (Col 6, Lines 66-67) "for at least two version of said plurality of versions of said 
program" associated with the plurality of available camera angles, "mak[es] a decision 
to broadcast said at least two versions of said plurality of versions of said program 
based upon said requests; and . . . broadcasts] said at least two versions of said 
plurality of versions of said program to said viewers" in accordance with their requests 
to view a particular viewpoint with particular display options for the broadcast program 
(Figures 7-8; Col 7, Lines 33-54). 

The reference, however, is silent with respect to further 'broadcasting program 
information' that provides an indication of available programming prior to enabling the 
subscriber to request viewing of any particular version of the available programming. In 
an analogous art pertaining to interactive video distribution systems, the Kahn reference 
discloses the particular distribution and presentation of an electronic program guide that 
assists the user in learning what programming is available on different channels at 
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different times (Col 1, Lines 13-28). This information is displayed at startup (Col 5, 
Lines 5-7) and includes listings for sporting events such as baseball (Figure 3) (-- which 
as evidenced by Matthews, III may consist of multiple camera viewpoints). 
Consequently, Kahn provides evidence in regards to "broadcasting program information 
from said broadcaster to said viewers" (Col 2, Lines 58-67) "indicating [programs] are 
available to said viewers, wherein the indication of [programming] is displayed to said 
viewers before any of said viewers is enabled to request [programming]" (Col 5, Lines 5- 
7). Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to initially provide a user interface for a programming event 
(ex. multiple viewpoint baseball game) for the purpose of providing a means for rapidly 
accessing program guide information so as to quickly locate programming of interest 
(Kahn: Col 1, Lines 61-62). 

Claim 4 is rejected wherein the "viewers receiv[e] a broadcast comprising said at 
least two versions of said program" corresponding to the different requested camera 
angles and various display options, "select one version from said at least two versions 
of said plurality of versions of said program using viewer preference information" 
associated with the users desire/request to use a particular viewpoint" and "displaying 
said one version" in accordance with the user requests (Matthews, III: Col 6, Line 23 - 
Col 7, Line 54). 
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Claim 5 is rejected wherein the "viewer preference information is stored in a 
receiving unit" [24] for eventual transmission to the broadcaster [120] (Matthews, III: 
Col 7, Lines 10-15). 

Claim 27 is rejected wherein the "indication of said plurality of versions is 
displayed to said viewers as a menu of said available versions" (Kahn: Col 2, Lines 65- 
67). 

8. Claims 6 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Matthews, III (US Pat No. 5,600,368), in view of Kahn (US Pat No. 7,100,184), and in 
further view of Butler et al. (US Pub No. 2002/0007493 A1 ). 

In consideration of claims 6 and 7, the Matthews, III reference is silent with 
respect to how it necessarily "obtains content information" in association with the 
provision of viewing options (Col 6, Lines 30-43). In an analogous art pertaining to the 
field of broadcast video programming, the Butler et al. (US Pub No. 2002/0007493 A1 ) 
reference discloses a method for "obtaining content information contained" in either "a 
blanking interval of said program" or "a packet of digital information comprising said 
program" (Figure 5; Para. [0015] - [0016] and [0054] - [0058]). Accordingly, it would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to modify Matthews, III so as to 
"obtain content information contained" in either "a blanking interval of said program" or 
"a packet of digital information comprising said program" for the purpose of utilizing an 
improved means for providing ancillary data along with video broadcasts along with a 



Application/Control Number: 10/080,996 Page 12 

Art Unit: 2623 

scheme for overlaying the contents on the primary video display in an interactive 
television system (Butler et al.: Para. [0008]). 

Conclusion 

9. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See M PEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

10. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure as follows. Applicant is reminded that in amending in response to 
a rejection of claims, the patentable novelty must be clearly shown in view of the state 
of the art disclosed by the references cited and the objections made. 
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■ The Rodriguez et al. (US Pub No. 2003/0002862 A1 ) reference disclose a 
system and method for bandwidth allocation for multiple versions of a 
video program. 

1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Shelton Austin whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
9385. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday from 8:00- 
5:30. The examiner can also be reached on Fridays from 9:00-4:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Grant, whose telephone number is (571) 272-7294, can be reached 
on Monday through Friday from 7:30-5:00. The supervisor can also be reached on 
alternate Fridays from 9:00-4:00. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 

Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 

published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 

Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 

For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 

you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 

Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Shelton Austin 
02/03/2008 

/Christopher Grant/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2623 



